REDACTED

BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALLITY
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation
Against:

NO. D-2018

RODNEY D. CHAMBERLAIN, M.D.
884 Middlefiel@ Road
Palo Alto, California N-11445

Certificate No. G-0494

Respondent.
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DECISION

The attiached Proposed Decision of the Administrative Law

Judge is hereby adopted by the Board of Medical Quality ‘

as its Decision in the:

Assurance

above-entitled matter.

) .

-§ This Decision shall become effective on Dccemver 21, 1978 .
‘ 1T IS SO ORDERED _ November 21, 1978 _ .«
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCH
DIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
STATE OF GALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation
Against:

.

)
;
RODNEY D. CHAMBERLAIN, M.D. ) NO. D-ZO}B
884 Middlefield Road ; N-114645
)
)
)

Palo Alto, California
Certificate No. G-0494

Respondent.

PROPOSED DECISION

This matter came on regularly. for huaring before
Rudolf H. Michaels, an Administrative Law Judge of the Office
of Administratire Hearings, on September 5, 6, 7, 11 and 12,
1978, in Palo Alto, California.

The complainants were represented by Kenneth L.
Freeman, Deputy Attorney General.
¢

The respondent was present and was represernted by
James Dennis, his attorney. : :

The -Accusation and the Supplemental Accusation were
amended.

Evidence was received, the hearing was closed and the
matter was submittad.

The Administrative Law Judge certifies this Decision,
vecommends its adoption and makes the following :

"FINDINGS OF FACT
1

- Joseph Cosentino, W.D., made the Accusation in his
official capacity of Acting Executive pirector of the Board of
Medical Quality Assurance of the State of Californla. James
Rowland made the Supplemental Accusation in his official capacity
of Executive Director of the Board.

I1
At all times material herein, respondent Rodney D.

R
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Chambearlain, M.D., held, and he now holds, Certificate No. G-0494
as a physiciun and surgeon issued 'by the Board of Medical Examiters
on December 5, 1945. This certificate is in good standing and in

full force and effect.
IIT

(1) Dexamyl is a trade name for the combined generic
substances amphetamine and amobarbital, a controlled substance
as defined in Schedule 1I, Section 11055¢d) (1) of the California
Health and Safety Code, (hersafter "H&SC") and a dangerous drug
as defined in Sections 4211(c) and 4211(k) of the‘Ca%ifornia
Business and Professions Code (hereafter “"B&PC") .

o I (2) Quaalude is a trade mame for the gemeric substance o
AR methayualone, a contreolled substance as defined in Schedule IIT, e
Section 11056(b)(6) H&SC and a dangerous drug as defined in Sec-
tions 4211(a) and 4211(k) B&PC. - B

(3) Desoxyn is a trade name for the generic substance
methamphetamine hydrochloride, a controlled substance as defined
in Schedule II, Section 11055(d) (1) H&SC and a deznpgerous drug as
definad in Section 4211(c) B&PC. u

(4) Ascodeen is a trade name for the combined generic
substances codeine phosphate and aspirin, a narcotic and a con-
trolled substance as defined in Schedule IIT, Section 11056(d) (2)
H&SC and a dangerous drug as defined in Section 4211 (k) B&PC.

IV

i —

On each uf the ten occasions listed in paragraph 6 of .
the Accusation which is incorporated herein by this reference '
B and made a part hereof, respondent prescribed the controlled
: substances and dangervus drugs there listed to the individuals
named without, in any of the ten instances, first conducting a i
good faith prior examination and without, in any of these ten : o
instances, medical indication therefor. !

\
\

i
: !
\Y H
i
On each of the ten occasiong listed in paragraph 6 cf
the Accusation, respondent prescribed controlled substances to
a_person who was not at the time under his treatment for a path-
ology or condition.

Vi

Betweer December 23, 1976 and Avgust 8, 1977, respon- o
dent prescribed about 5,396 Ascodeen rablets for Lewis Halilagy on :
the dates and in the quantities shown in paragraph 18 of tihe b
Supplemental Accusation. Respondent's conduct in this connection i
coustitutes clearly excessive prescribing of drugs to the detiiment $
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of the patient, us determined by the customary practice and
standards of the local community of licensed physicians and
surgeons. :

Vil

Respondent's conduct in prescribing Ascodeen tablets
for Lewis HAEEmg® as described in Finding VI constitutes an ex-
treme departure from the standard of practice among physicians
and surgeons in the State of California and thus constitutes

gross negligence.

VIII

Respondent's condnct in prescribing Asccdeen tablets
for Lewis He@illlly as described in Finding VI constitutes incompe-
tence.

IX

The allegatiors of paragraph 25 of the Supplemental
Accusation that respondent prescribed Ascodeen for Lewis H
without conducting a good faith examination and without medical
indication therefor were not established and are’found not to be
true, but it is true that, béginning about two monthe from
December 23, 1976, respondert, on more than "J occasions, pre-
scribed and authorized Ascodeen tablets for Lewis Hilllls without
reestablishing a medical indication for doing so.

X

It was not established that respondent prescribed con-
trolled substances and dangerous drugs Lo George Sullli® without a
good faith prior examipation and medical indication therefor, as
glleged in paragraph 27, nor that respondent's conduct in this
connection constituted gross nagligence as alleged iv paragraphs
29 and 30, or incompetence as alleged in paragraph 32 of the
Supplemental Accusation. :

X1

(1) On September 22, 1977, in the Municipal Court of
Palo Alto, Mountain View Judicial District, County of Santa Clara,
State of California, in proceeding Number 59455, respondent was
convicted cn his plea of nolo contendere of one count of viola-
ion of Section 11154 H&SC (prescribing a controlled substance to
a person not under treatment for a pathology or condition).

(2) On September J., 1978, in the Superiox Court of the
State of California, County of Santa Clara, in proceeding Number
68719, resvondent was convicted on his plea of nolo contendere of
one count of the crime of violation vf Section 11156 H&SC (pre-
scribing a controlled substance to an habitual user, or to a per-
son representing himself as such).
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X1l

Each of the convictions described in Finding XI was a
conviction of a misdemeanor violation of a statute of this state:
regulating controlled substances.

XIII

Fol?~wing the conviction described in Finding XL(1l) re-
spondent was . ntenced to one year in the County Jail. Execution
of all but 15 uays of the senterce was suspended and respondent
was placed on probation for one year om conditions which included
payment of a $1,000 fine plus a $250 assessment, and a prohibiticn
against prescribing any controlied substances pending disposition
of the disciplinary proceedings before the Board. He has paid
the fine, has served the 15 day jail term and has fully complied
with the condition governing prescriptions. At the time of the
hearing, he had not been sentenced on the conviction describud

“in Finging XI(2)., Probafrion on the 1977 conviction will expire
on November 9, 1978.

X1

Respondent:, now 65 years of age, has been in the general
practice of medicine in Palo Alto, Califonrnia, since 1947, follow-
ing graduation from the University of Colorado School of Medicine
and eight years of distinguished service as a medical officer in
the United States Navy. He was released from active duty at his
own request with the Yank of Commander in June of 1947.

Xv

Respondent's wife of thirty-eight years is also a
licensed physician and surgeon. She is employed half-time by
the Peninsula Memorial Blood Bank, keeps respondent 's books and
occasionally makes appointments for him. The couple has two
grown sons.

XVI

When he first entered private practice, respondent was
on the staff of several hospitals but he disliked the paperwork
and the meeting requirements, became disinterested in surgery
and obstetrics and allowed his staff privileges to come to an
end in the mid-fifties. At the beginning, he also employed an
office nurse but, in about 1958, he decided that he wzs able to
functior. more effectively without office help.

XVII

This case is full of contradictions. There is sub-
stantial evidence that respondent is a fine diagnostician and
a most helpful and considerate practitioner who truly cares

ol
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DETERMINATION OF ISSUES
I

Respondent's conduct constitutes eight separate in-
stances of unprofessional conduct, each a separate cause for the
suspansion or revocation of the Certificate described in Finding
IT under Sections 2360 and 2372 of the. Business and Professions
Code and the additional sectious of that Code and the Health and
Safety .Code and the facts contained in the Finding or Findings
shown opposite the section numbers as follows: :

Section(s) Finding(s)
2399.5 B&PC SOOIV
2391.5 B&PC and v

11154 H&SC

700 (formevly 2361.5) ' VI
B&PC and 11156 H&SC

2361(b) Vil
2361¢d) ' VIII
2384 XI and XII

11

Cause for the revocation or suspension of the certifi-
cate described in Finding 1I was not astablished under the facts

contained in Finding X.
IT11

The contents of Findings XIV through XVIII were con-
sidered in the formulation of the Order.

ORDER

The certificate described in Finding II is revoked.

Dated: deslocdoe =6, 1919 -

e L levkinets.
RUDOLF H. MICHAELS
Administrative Law Judge
Office of Administrative Hearings
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'EVELLE J. YOUNGER, Attorncy General

1 california Health and $alety tode, and a dangerous drug as defined

KENNETH f,, FREEMAN

Deputy Attorney Guneral

6000 State Bullding

san Francisco, Calilornla 94102
Telephone: (415) 557-2881

Attorneys for Board of
Modical Quality Assurance

BEFORE THE BOARD OF M:DICAL QUALLTY ASSURANCE
DIV1ISION OF HEDICAL QUALLTY
STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Accusation g
against 3 NO. D-2018
RODNEY D. CHAMBERLAIN, 14.D. ACCUSATIUN
884 Middlefield Road
l'alo Altu, CA
Cortificate No. G-0494 .
© Respondeat., 3

JOSEPH COSENTINO, M.D., complainant herein, charpes and
allepes as follows:

1. He ks the Acting Esocutive birector of the Board ol
Medical Qualicy Acsucance, State of Califoruia (heretnafter the
"poard™), and makes these chavees and allegations in his offivial
capacity and not uvtherwise.

2. At nli Lhwes natesial herein, respondent Rodney D.
chawborlain, #.D,, has hesd a ecredficate as o pl., sician and
gurpeen lasued by the Board, wore particularly identified as
Cort Lficate Nu. G-0494, ‘Sald certiffcate was issued to respondent
on December 5, 1940, and is, and haz been, in good stacding and
full foree and elfoect, '

3. Dexamyl L5 a traoee name for the combined psenerdc
subgtances amphelamine and amobarbital, and is & controlled sub-

stance as defined in Schedule 10, scckion 11055(d) (1) of the

1.
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{n scctions 6711¢n), 42il(c) and 4211(k) of the California Businesp
and rrofessions Code.

4. oOuualude is o trade newme for the gencric substance
methaqualone, and is @ controlled substance as defined in Schedule

111, section 11056(b) (6) of thu california Health and Safety Code,

ond a dangerous drug as defined in sections 4211(a) and 4211(lk) of

I che Californla Business and Professions Code.

5. Deswxyn is o teade name for the gcnerir substance
methamphetamine hydrochloride, and is a controlled substance as
defined in $chedule 11, section 11055(d) (L) of the california
Health and Safety Code, aud a dangerous drug as defined in scction
4211(c) of the California Business and Professiors Cude.

FOR A FIRST CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION:

6. On or about the dates listed below, respondent did
presceribe a con.yolled substance and/or dangerous drug as listed
below tu the individuals listed below, without First conducting a
pood falth L‘xmlll.llill'.iull d wlthout medical indication therefor:

May 28, 197¢ artara Detro 100 Dexawyl, 15 mp.
(aka Janet Sqim) 30 Quaalude, 300 mg.

June 18, 1976 Barbara Duetro 100 Dexamyl, 15 m.
. (aka Janct Semg@e) 100 Quaalude, 300 mg.

July 16, 1976 Barbara Detro 100 Dexamyl, 15 mg.
(aka Janct Semmmly) 100 ouaalude, 300 mg.

July 19, 197t sharya Dalton 100 pexamyl, 15 g,
Caleat” Gorl. Commmm) 100 Quaalude, 300 mg.

August 4, 1970 shavyn Milton 100 Dexamyl, 15 mg.
(ala Grri Comm 100 quaalude, 300 wg.

Augast 20, 1976 Sharye baiton 100 Deximyl, 15 mg.
’ (aka Gl Cumml) 100 quanlude, 300 wp.

Aupust 31, 1970 Barbara Detro 100 Dexamyl, .o Wi
(aka Janet Semmk) 100 (JanJudc., Jl)U mg.

- SepLember 13, 1970 Shavyn halton L00 Duxamyl, 15 wg.
(altt Geri Comd) 100 Quualade, 300 mg.

October 19, 1970 Sharyn Dilton 100 Desoxyn, 15 wmg.
(aka Geri Commm) 100 Quaalude, 300 mg,

j- October 19, 1976 Dennis Nelson 100 Desoxyn, 15 w .

(aka Denndls | gluinm)

et - e e L m——
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7. The conduct of vespondent ¢s alleg:=d above iu
paragraph 6, and 6(a) through 6(j), inclusive, is8 jointly, singu-
‘larly, or in any cumbination therecof, uaprofessioncl conduct in
violation of section 2399.5 of the Culiforni; But .ness aml Profes-
8" e Code; and therchy constlitutes grounds 5ir dilsciplivary actid
against respondent pursuant to sections 2360 and 2361 of the
california Business and Professions Code.

FOR_A _SECOND CAUSE FOR DISC)ULINARY ACTION:

8. The dates, individuals, and controlled substunces
and/or dangerous drugs set forth above in paragrapbs 6(a) through
6(3), inclusive, arc incorporated herein by reference as though
set forth at length., On or about said datus, and earh of them,
respondent did violate a state statute regulating dangerous drugs
or controlled substances, to wit: Californsa H.alth and Safety
Code soction 11154, in that he did provide che enumerated sub-
gtinces to the desipnated {ndividualy on the dates specificed,
when said iodividuals were not under hils treatmeat for a pathology
or condition,

9, The comduct of vasponuent ag alleped above in para-
graph 8 s uwnprofessional conduce “a wiolat!on of section 2391.5
of the California Business and Prolessiong Code, in that said
conduct violater suction 11154 ¢c the California NHealeh and Safety
Code, A state statuble vepulating dangerous dreups or controlled
substances; and therchy constiutes prounds for disciplinary actio
apainet respondent prrsuant o sections 2360 and 2361 off the
talifornia Busluess and Professlons Code.

FOR & THIRD CAUSE FOR DISCLPLINARY ACTION:

10, buring sw period Srom daveh 31, 1976 to July 17,

1976, respondent did clearily czevsslvely prescribe drugs to one

Michacl KOmlil Lo the detrisenc of gaid patient as determised by

the custommry pracicee and standards of the Tecal community of
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physicians and surgeons, by peescribing for sald patient the

following substance

a.

b,

pavagraph 10 aud subparapraphs 1u(a) through LO(w),'Lnulusivc,

i unprofessional conduet in violatlon ol sectlon 2361.5 of the
californin puginess and Professions Code; and thereby constitutes
prounds for disciplinary aclion apainst respondent pursuint to

sections 2360 and 2361 of the California Business and Professions

March 31, 1976
April 7, 1976

" april 20, 1976

April 20, 1970
April 30, 1970
May 8, 1970
May 14, 1970
May 19, 1976
May 29, 1974
May 29, 1976
June 2, 1976
June 9, 1976

June 12, 1976 °

June 12, 1970
June 22, 1976
June 22, 1970
June 20, 1970
July 3, 1976
July 3, 1976
July 7, 1976

Cduly 9, 1970

July 14, 1Y76
July 17, 1976

11, he conduct ol respondent as alleged above in

cude,

s and amounts on Fhe dates indicated:

100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
100
o0
100
100
100
100
100
- 100
100
100
100
100
100

100-

100

Dusoxyn, 15 mg.
Desonyn, 15 wg.
Degozyn, 15 mp.
Quaalude, 300 my.
Pesuxyn, 15 wyg.
Dutoryn, 15 mg.
Desexyn, 15 ug.
Desﬁxyn, 15 wg.
De#oxyn, 15 g
Quaalude, 300 mg. .
Desoxyn, 15 mg.
Duesoxyn, 15 mg.
besoxyn, 15 mg.
Quaalude, 300 mg.
Dusoxyn, 1% wg.
guaaludy, 300 wg,
Desoxyn, 15 wg.
Detoxyn, 15 mg.
Quaulude;, 300 my.
bPunoxyn, 15 wp.
Detosyn, 15 mp.
Dunuxyn, 15 wmg.

Desoxyn, 15 mp.
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WHEREFORL, complainapt prays that a hearing be held,
and that therenftvr, the Board suspend or revoke vespondent's

cr~tificate No. G-0494 as to cach separate and spealfic violation

alleged herein, or take such other and further action as is deemed]

necngsary and proper.

DATED: JUNE 22, 1977/

(M i~ /%/t 1«4

/JOSED JOSENTINO, M.D.

//AcLLng Executive' Director
Board cf Medical Quality Assurance

A . - I
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REDACTED

RVEILE 1 YOUNGER, Attorncy General
LERNETH L. FREEMAN : .
Depaty AtLnrney Genzral

fnop Geaw Building

San Francisen, CA 94102

Telophone:  (415) 557-2881

Attorneys Lov Buard of
Medicsl nuality Assurance

PEFORE TH® ZOARD OF MEDICAL QUALITY ASSURANCE
PIVISION OF MEDICAL QUALITY
STATE OF CALLFORNIA

1n rhe Matter of the Accugation )
) NO. D-2018
asainst - )

: . ’ ) ﬁUPPLhFENTAL ACCUSATION
RODNEY D. CHAMBERLALN, M.D. h] {Pursuant to Gov. Code
884 Middleficld Road ) section 11507.)
) .
1
)
)
)

valo Alte, California
Cortifivate No. G-0494

Respondent.
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Ri-bort i-‘.uu!nml. comptainant b reodn, supplements the 1 ; i
cectnal ion predontly o e and pending. inoone above-captioned P }':b‘
| { .
satror by chnrgimg and allesdng, ¥n numbored poragraphs congecutive i _-——
Lo Lhone in said acewsation, as fellowe: i j E
12, He is the Execotive Direotor of the Loerd of Medical ! ff i
Qualitv Assurance, State of California (hvrcinaftur'ﬁhc "Pourd"), z |
and maies these charpes and allepations in his official capaclty ;
H !
aml not othersise, }
13. Ascodeen is a trade name Lor the combined goeneric E

substanecs codeine phosphate and aspirvin, and is n narcotic,

controlled substanee as defined in Schedule 111, section 11036(3) (2

ol the Health and Safety Cede, and a dangerous drug as defined in

seetion 4211(k) of the Business and Professions . Code.

1.



14. ‘Tuinal is n trade name for the combineu gencric

substances amobarbital and secobarbital, and is a controlled sub=

stance as defined in schedule 1TI, scction 11056(b) (1) of the

health and Safety Code, and a dangerous drug as defined in section

4211¢a) of the Business and Professions Code.
15. valium is a trade name for the gpeneric suhstance
diazepam, ond is ‘a dangerous drug as defined in scction 5211(k)

of the Business and Professions Code.

16. ‘The substance APC is a controlled substan.w as

doefined in Schodule TIT, soetion 11056 (d) (2) of the Health and

and a dangereus drag o as defined in scetrion 4211 (1)

Safcry Cuie,

of the Jusiness nd Professions Codea.

17. Obctrol s a trade augme for the rereric substance
and 18 a controlicd substanecs o8 de fined in Schedule

Al Lamine,

1T, sectdon 11655¢d) 1) of the Health and “af.ty Code, aud a
dimgerovs deug as detioed in sections 4211c) and 4211(k) ol the

and Professions Code.

FOR A FOURTIL CAUSE FGK_DLSCIPLINARY ACTION
1976,

1%, From in or about December through in oy about

Artpuat 1977 respendent Rod .. 7 Do Chamberlain, M.D., presc cxribaed

approxiancely 5,396 dosape units of Ascedeen 30 my. for patient

lowis NG as follows

Date rmllcd Dosage Units Ascodeen Pharmacy

12=00=70 150 Town & Countxy Pharmncy,
Paloe ﬁ’tn
Pa-2y=u 150
1-5-77 150 "
1-10--77 130 "
2.,

vowrr s ulrf-.-..q' Bk ot PN
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bate Filled

1-24~77
1-31-77

. 2-7-71

2-12-77
2-13-77,
2-25-77
3-13-77
3-18-77

e ==
.;-17*/ ’

4=10-77
-5-T17

5- 1077
5-10-77
5-20-77
Hhe27=71
5-31-77
(=b-77

he13-77

=17-77

35
X

*ﬁﬂ&ﬁ&ﬁm

¢ Units Ascodeen haviacy

150

150

Town & Country Pharmacy,

PalolAlto
.

Tewn & Country
Walpreen Drugs
Town & Countyy

Walgrean Drugs

“wal sraen Drops

Town & Counti'y
Walpreen Druys
Town & Country
Welgreen Drugs
ﬂmn&cmﬁwy
Walygreen Drugs
Town & Country
Walgreon Urugs
Toun & County
Walgreen Druags
Town & Country

Towm & Country

Palo Alto




bate Filled’

iosape Units Ascodeen  Pharmacy

7-15-77 . 150 Halgreen Drugs
7-25-77 . 146 ' "

7-28-77 _ _ 150 Touwn & Country

8-4-77 - 150 Walgreen Drugs
a-8-77 50 Town & Country
Total 5,396

19, In presceribing Ascodeen 30 my, f'm".Lewis HellD
a% doscfibud above dn paragraph 18, respondent did clearly exces-
sively presceribe Ascodeen to the detriment of sakd patient as
uvtrrmin&ﬂ by the custumary pracLice and standards of Lhe local
comnunity of physicians and suvpeons, bn thar on or about
Avpuast L3, 1J77, said anian dicd fraa Ascodeen intoxication,

20, The conduct of respondent as nllcgdd above in
parasuraphs Lé and 1Y is unprofessional conduct in violativa of
formnr scction 236015 of the Business and Professions Code
(repealed December 31, 1977 and replaced by section 700 ufl sadd
Codej dand thereby constitutes prounds for disciplinary aclion
against respondent pursuant to scections 2360 and 2361 of the

ions Code,

siness and Profos

FOR A LETH _UAUSE FOR DLECTPLINARY I\GI'I(l_li

2). Fach aud every allegation set forth in paragruaphs
18 and 19 ave incorporited horcein by reference as though sot
rarth at leugth,. O or about August 13,-1977, Lewis Hll di.cd
tenn Arcodeen intesicetion. Lo prescribing 1\::&‘0‘!«".‘!! '.lll'm;.-,. Lor
Lewi s Hoiill as oo doseribed, |.'x.-:=|mnl.|v|ll: acted in g manex which

was an.oxtreme departure from the standsyd of practice ~mony
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physicians and surgeons in the State of Califcrnic.

22. The conduct of respondent as alleged above in

paragréph 21 constitutes gross negligence on the part of respondent

- which is unprofessional conduct in violation of section 2361(b) of

the Businuss and Professions Code; and thercby constitutes grounds,

. for dJiseiplinary action against respondent pursumt to seetions

2760 anl 2361 of the pusiness and Professions Code.

FOR A SIXTH CAUSE FOR DISGIPLINAKY ACTION

93, Each and cvery allegation sct forth in parapgraph
and 19 are incﬁrpnratud herein by reference as though set Eoruhi
at lemgth. On-or abuut Aupust 13, 1977, Lowis Nl died from :
Ascodeen intexication. In prescribing Ascodeen 30 mup. for Lewis
lolillemy o ©O duseribed, respondent acted In iomanner which cvi-
dences his lack of knowledge and abiliﬁy in exercising his
proyessicnal medical obligations.

24 th conduct of respondent as alteged above in
parvagraph 23 evidenuees incompetonce on the part ot rcspondgnt
which is unprofessional conduct in violation of soction 2361(d)
of the Lusiness and Professions Code; and thereby constitutes
erounds fox disciplinary action against respondent pursuant to
covtions 2200 and 2361 of the pusiness and Professions Code,

FOR A FUVENTH CAUSE TFOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

15, pach and cvery allegation set Yorth in parugraph 18,
. i
is incorpotiaced herein by relevence as though sct forth at length. '

itn prescrihing ax so deseribed, respondent prescribed Ascodeen i

30 my. for lLewis Sl without conducting a good faith examination
1

and without wedical indication for the prescribing of said drug to

sald patient.
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20. The corduct of respondent as set forth above in

. paragraph 25 is unprofessional conduct in violation of section i

2499.5 ol the Busincss and Professions Code; and thercby consti-
butes crounds for disciplivary action against rospondent pursuant
Lo scclions 2360 and 270k of the Business and Professions Code.

FOR AN EIGHTH CAUSKE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACYION

27. oOn or about the dates Listed below, respondent did
° . "~ -
proeseribe to Georste <ol the conrrolled substances and/er .
dipoerous drugs Listed below withoue conducting a poou faith prior

peamdnution cnd witbour smedica) indication thevefor:

Bate Dogaze Unit Druiz
Ie10-77 100 Obotrel 20 iy,
2=14-77 o L0 Tuinal 3 gr.
- 19-07 Hio Tuinal 3 v
T=0-T7 100 Tuinal 3 gr.
T=u=7i 50 Obetrsl 20 ng.
a=hk-17 1N valirm Lo my.
H-141-77 160 Tuial 3 pr.
Heti-77 109 ALC #4
25, fhe conduct of respendent as alleged abeve in .

pacarraph 27 is uaprer-osszional conduct i vivlation of scetlion
219, of the business and frofessions Codej and thereby consti-
s prounds foy cddetiplinery action against respondent pursuant

'

to meccione 2000 and 2361 of the DBusiness and Professions Codc.

FUR A BB CAtTSl R NLSCLI'LINARY AHTLJE .

29, Each and every allepation set Lorth in paragsaph 27
is dncorporated herein by roederence as thouph set forth at length.

6.




TF R

JUY PITLN
IR TR

(R

~ar

" On or about September 16, 1977, CGeorge Sl dicd of
to asplrated food holus in his airway.

was alcohol and barbibturate intoxication.

T -
e e R LTI

asphyxia Jue
As contribggory to this '

In prescribing said i

druns For Grorie solle a8 S0 described, respondent acted in a

wmarmer which was an

parapzaph 29 constitutes gross negligence

which is unprofessional

physicians

eutreme departure [rom the standard of practico
mid surgeons in the stace of California.
30. The cvonduct of respondent as alleged above in 1

on the part cf raspondent

conduct in violation of sectioen 2361(4d)

1

|

of the Business and Profussions Code; and thercby constiltutes :
\

grounds for disciplinary action against respondent pursuant to ;

aections

(8
5

On or chout Soptember 1o, 1977,

druss as
his lack

TR EANE

praragraph 31 evidences incoampelence on

whiech 1s

ui Lhoe

paounds for disciplinacy action

scctions

2960 and 2361 of Lhe Business and Profassions Cnde.

incorporated heroin by refoerence as

sapidrated food bolus in his alrway.

ateohiel end bartdturate intoxicaliomn.

abl fantions,

[ . )
lusioens

FOR A TENTH CAUSE FOR DISCIPLINARY ACTION

il. and every allepation set forth in paragraph 27

Laci
thouph set forth at length.
Georpe Sef® dicd of asphyria due
As contributory to this
In prescribing waid
an deseriled, respoadent acted in a manner which cvidence%

d ability in exercising his professional

ol Lnowlodee

2. The conduct of respondeat as alleged above in
the pink Af respondent
unprofessienal ennduct in violation of section 2361(d)
aned Profconsions Gode; aid thereby constitutes

avaingt respondent pursuant to

2960 and 2361 of the Business and Professions Code.




FOR AN ELEVEWTH CAUSE FOR DISCLPLINARY ACTTON

33, On or about September 22, 1977, respdndcnt, in the
Municipai Court of Palo Alto, Mountain View Judicial bistrict,
County of §wunta Clura, State of California, in proceeding number
59455 before Judge James B 0'Crady, was convicted on his plea-of
nolo contehdere of one (1) count of the crime of violation of
section llljdlgf the Health and Safety Code, Lo wit: Prescribing
a contrelled substance to a persen not under hisz treatment for a
pathology or condition,

A 44 . ‘fhe conduct of respondent as alleged above in

paragraph 33 is unprofessional conduct in vivlation of section

9384 nf the Lusiness and Professions Code; and thereby constitutoes

gounde For Qigeiplinuy actlon against respondent purssant to

Gecoions 2300 qand 2331 of the Business und Profussions Cude,

WHRREFORE, in addition to that praysd for in the sccusa-

Lion pendinge in this case, complainant prays thalt a hearing b

hald imdé that thereafter the Board suspend o rovoke respondent's

[/

cuortirioate number G-0494, as to cach separate and distinct viola-

Livn allescd in this supplomental necusation; or taxe such otlier

aind rorther accien o 1s deecmed necassary and proper,

DATED: April 24, 1978

FOLERT RUWLAND, Exccutive Director
toard of Medical Quality Assurance
State of Galifornla

Coinplainant

&
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